The famous historian of religions, Kurt Rudolph, once wrote in lecture four of his Historical Fundamentals and the Study if Religions ( 1985) :
Only thanks to the guiding lights and the overwhelming majority of the members of the International Association for the History of Religions have the most recent world congresses of this body avoided slipping into congresses of religion after the model of the Parliament held in Chicago in 1893. If the history of religions is to preserve its spirit and further its autonomy, it must not only work out the peculiarities of its methods, it must also revive its religio-critical, or rather, its ideological function. between historical approaches on the one hand and social scientific and theoretical approaches on the other. The ideal would certainly be a combination of both approaches as demonstrated, for instance, in the work of Kurt Rudolph. This introduction will attempt to explain the inherent tension and, at the same time, contextualize the papers in this collection within the longstanding interest in methodological and theoretical issues characteristic of IAHR members.
Characteristics of the study of religion
The academic study of religion can be characterized as follows: 1) it is a composite field of study; 2) it is based on a methodological pluralism; 3) it is influenced by specializations and local institutional and cultural traditions; and 4) it is caught in a web of epistemological tensions.' 
